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“Lettre aux escrocs de 
ophobie qui font 


l'islam 
le j 


eu des racistes” 


By Stéphane Charbonnier 


Stéphane Charbonnier, editor of Charlie Hebdo, finished writinga short book: Lettre 
auxescrocs de l'istamophobie qui font le jeu des racistes (Letter to the Islamophobia 


Really, the word “Islamophobia” is badly chosen 
if it's supposed to described the hatred which 
some lame-brains have for Muslims. And it is not 
only badly chosen, it is dangerous. From a purely 
etymological viewpoint, Islamophobia ought to 
mean "fear of Islam" — yet the inventors, 
promoters and users of this word deploy it to 
denounce hatred of Muslims. But isn't it odd that 
*Muslimophobia”, or just "racism", isn't used 
instead of "Islamophobia". 


Why has this word taken over? From ignorance, 
from idleness... but also because those who 
campaign against Islamophobia don't do so to 
defend Muslims as individuals. They do so to 
defend the religion of the prophet Mohamed 


Racism has been present in every country since 
the scapegoat was invented. There will probably 
always be racists, The answer is not to make 
police raids on the minds of our fellow citizens, 
searching for the least spark of racism. The 
answer is to stop racists from formulating their 
nauseating opinions publicly, from demanding the 
“right” to be racist, from expressing their hatred. 


In France, racist language was set free by Sarkozy 
and his debate on national identity. When the 
most senior authority in the state speaks to the 
cretins and swine and says, "Let it all hang out, 
guys‘, what do you think the cretins and swine 
do? They start saying in public what previously 
they had only roared at the end of drunken Family 
meals 


Racist language — which pressure groups, 
politicians and intellectuals had managed to 
corral in the space between the mouth of the 


Frauds Who Play into the Hands of Racists) two days before he was murdered. Here 
is an extract translated by John Lichfield. 


xenophobe and his kitchen door — has escaped 
into the street. It flows through the media and 
sullies the networks of social media 


So, yes, we are in the middle of an explosion of 
racist behaviour — yet the word "racism" is used 


only timidly, and is on the way to being supplanted 
by “Islamophobia”. And the campaigners for 
multiculturalism, who try to foist the notion of 
“Islamophobia” on the judicial and political 
authorities, have only one aim in mind: to force 
the victims of racism into identifying themselves 
as Muslims. 


The fact that racists are also Islamophobic is, l'm 
afraid, irrelevant. They are, first and foremost, 
racists. By attacking Islam, they are targeting 
foreigners or people of foreign origin. But by 
focusing only on their Islamophobia, we are 
minimising the danger of racism. The anti-racist 
campaigners of old are in danger of becoming 
overspecialised niche retailers in a minority form 
of discrimination. 


To combat racism is to combat all forms of 
racism. To combat Islamophobia is to combat — 
what exactly? Is it a means of suppressing all 
criticism of the religion? Oris it a way of resisting 
hatred of Muslims because they are of foreign 
origin? While we are arguing over whether it is 
racist to say that the Koran is nonsense, the 
racists are laughing up their sleeves. If, tomorrow, 
all the Muslims in France converted to 
Catholicism — or gave up religion completely — 
the racists would not blink an eye. Foreigners, or 
French people of foreign origin, would still be the 
source of all evil 


Take Mouloud and Gérard. Both are Muslims. 
Mouloud is of North African origin. Gérard is of 
European origin. Both go after the same flat. 
Which has the best chance? The one with an Arab 
face or the one with a “Frenchy” Face? The flat 
would not be refused to the Muslim. It would be 
refused to the Arab. Or take the example of 
Mouloud and Abdelkader. Both are Muslims. Both 
are foreign. Both have better sun tans than 
Gérard. Mouloud doesn't have a bean, Abdelkader 
is a millionaire. Which one would be refused the 
lease on the flat? The Muslim or the millionaire? 


To be scared of Islam is, doubtless, cretinous, 
absurd and lots of other things but it is not a 
crime. You can, equally, express your fear of 
Christianity or Judaism without interrupting the 
slumbers of an investigating magistrate or 
setting the judicial machinery rumbling. Believers 
are often scared of one another’s religions. They 
have been told that their own is the best in the 


world — no, not the best, the only one. But by 
proclaiming that their own sacred texts are the 
truth, they are implying that all the others are 
fibs. It’s easy to imagine that a believer could be 
scared by the idea that most people might 
convert to a false religion. Or, more likely, that 
the competition might pinch all the customers. 


However, a sacred text only becomes dangerous 
when a Fanatical reader decides to apply his bed- 
time reading literally. You have to be really naive 
to take at face value the founding texts of all the 
great religions. You have to be psychopathic to 
try to do what they say in your own home. In 
short, the problem is neither the Koran nor the 
Bible (both of them being boring novels, 
incoherent and badly written). The problem is the 
believer who reads the Koran or the Bible like an 
instruction leaflet Гог a set of Ikea shelves: "IF | 
don't cut the throat of the infidel, God will banish 
me from Club Med when | am dead.” 


Take any cookbook and declare it to be the Truth. 
The result? A bloodbath. Your neighbour makes 
gluten-free pancakes because he has an allergy? 
The sacred Book doesn’t mention it. Burn your 
neighbour, he is a blasphemer! He puts too much 
butter on the bottom of his cake tin? Kill him! 


It would never enter the minds of communists 
to call anti-communists "communismophobes” 
or to demand that they are prosecuted for anti- 
communist racism. However much you twist 
reality, you will never get the world to say that 
there is a “communist” race. Equally, there is no 
“Islamic” race. In France today, communism is а 
minority viewpoint which is mocked, sometimes 
violently, by the Faithful defenders of the all- 
conquering pro-market liberal mode. Now, unlike 
God, it is hard to deny that Marx or Lenin ог (the 
former French Communist Party leader) Georges 
Marchais ever existed. But it is not a blasphemy, 
nor racist, nor communismophobic to dispute 
the validity of their writings or their sayings. 


Equally, in secular France, all religions are just a 
collection of texts, traditions and customs which 
anyone is entitled to criticise. To put a clown's 
nose on the face of Marx is no more outrageous 
or scandalous than to put the same conk on the 
Face of Mohamed. 


A non-believer, however hard he may try, cannot 


blaspheme. God is only sacred to those who 
believe in God. To insult God, you have to believe 
that God exists. The strategy of the 
multiculturalists disguised as anti-racists is to 
muddle blasphemy and Islamophobia, 
Islamophobia and racism. Still, the word 
“Islamophobia” would not have enjoyed its 
glittering success without the complicity — often 
the stupid complicity — of the mainstream media. 
Why have they grabbed hold of it so quickly? From 
laziness, from love of the new and for commercial 
gain. They have no anti-racist motives in 
popularising the word “Islamophobia”. On the 
contrary. 


To put it simply, any shock-horror story with the 
word "Islam" in its headline is a good seller. And 
ever since 9/11, the media have loved to shove 
on the stage that fascinating and terrifying 
character, the Islamist terrorist. Why? Because 
fear sells. The Fear of Islam sells. And the Islam 
which scares people is the only Islam which the 
mass public sees, 


Often, what the mass media present as news 
about Islam is just a caricature. But then, there 
are few protests from the organisations 
dedicated to hunting down Islamophobia. On the 
other hand, if radical Islam is actually caricatured 
— and openly caricatured — the Islamophobe- 
hunters shriek with anger. To get your name into 
the media, it is less risky to attack a little player 
like Charlie Hebdo than to criticise the big TV 
channels or news magazines. 


Charlie Hebdo published caricatures of Mohamed 
long before the scandal of the Danish cartoons 
(in 2006) and, ever since then, its illustrators 
have been described as caricaturists. But please 
note that the illustrators of Charlie Hebdo had 
previously been described — and described 
themselves — as “journalistic illustrators’. 
Caricature is one way of commenting on the 
news but there are other ways of illustrating 
events. There is nothing shameful about 
caricature but the obsession with this word show 
how the mass public was led to view the work of 
Charlie Hebdo. 


As I said, Charlie Hebdo drew the Muslim prophet 
long before the scandal of the Danish cartoons. 
No organisation or journalist expressed their 
horror. A Few individuals sent complaining letters. 


That's all. No demonstration, no death threats, 
no terrorist attacks. It was only after the 
denunciation and exploitation of the Danish 
cartoons by a group of Muslim extremists that 
caricaturing the Prophet began to detonate 
hysterical crises in the media and among Muslims 
(though the media came first). 


So when Charlie Hebdo re-stated the right of a 
cartoonist to comment on religious terrorism by 
republishing the Danish cartoons, the media 
spotlight turned on to our satirical magazine. 
Charlie Hebdo was declared also to be a potential 
target of the religious loonies. The media decided 
that republishing the cartoons would provoke 
Muslim fury — and therefore provoked the Fury 
ofa few Muslim groups. But it was Fake anger in 
some cases. When the microphone was shoved 
in their Faces, the spokesmen had to react. They 
had to show the more excitable members of their 
flock that they were true defenders of the faith. 
B 


The drawing that showed Mohamed with a 
turban in the shape of a bomb became the best 
known. Not everybody interpreted it in the same 
way, but everyone could read it because there 
was no caption. Its critics decided that it was an 
insult to all Muslims: to put a bomb on the 
Prophet's head was to say that all believers were 
terrorists. But there was another interpretation 
that did not interest the mass media. (It was not 
scandalous and it did not sell newspapers.) To 
show Mohamed wearing a bomb on his head 
could be an attack on terrorists for exploiting 
religion. In this scenario, the drawing said: "Look 
at what the terrorists are doing to Islam; look 
how terrorists who claim to be followers of 
Mohamed see the prophet.” 


What's more, just because people say Islam is 
the second most practised religion in France, that 
doesn’t mean all immigrants from Muslim 
countries are Muslims: remember that in 2010, 
a study by the INED (Institut national d'études 
démographiques) showed 2.1 million people in 
France considered themselves to be practising 
Muslims, but these figures are never cited by the 
multiculturalists who continue to speak, 
according to their mood, about six, eight, 10 or 
even 13 million Muslims in France! Religion is not 
transmitted genetically as the multi-culturalists 
— and the far right — would have us believe. 

a 


However, why do the cartoonists of Charlie 
Hebdo, who know that their drawings will be 
exploited by the media, by the retailers of anti- 
Islamophobia, by far-right Muslims and 
nationalists, insist on drawing Mohamed and 
other "sacred" symbols of Islam? Simply because 
the Charlie Hebdo drawings do not have the vast 
majority of Muslims as their target. We believe 
that Muslims are capable of recognising a tongue- 
in-cheek. By what twisted argument should Islam 
be less compatible with humour than other 
religions? 


IF you argue that you can laugh at everything, 
except certain aspects of Islam — because 
Muslims are much more sensitive than the rest 
of the population — aren't you practising a kind 
of discrimination? And if so, isn't it time to do 
away with the disgusting paternalism of the 
white, bourgeois, left-wing intellectuals who 
want to fit in with "the poor and the miserable 
and under-educated"? 


They're educated, you see, and 
obviously understand that Charlie 
Hebdo is meant to be funny — 
because, For one thing, they're very 
intelligent and, for another, they 
were brought up that way. But out 
of respect for people who have not 
yet learned about tongues in cheeks, 
they condemn from a sense of 
solidarity these  "Istamophobic 
cartoons which they pretend not to 
understand. "I bring myself down to 
your level to show how much | love 
you,” they say. "And if | have to 
convert to Islam to be even closer 
to you, | will do it!" Such ridiculous 
demagogues are driven by an 
endless need for approval and an 
outrageous superiority complex. 


People who accuse Charlie Hebdo 
cartoonists of Islamophobia each 
time they draw a character with a 
beard are not just dishonest or 
hypocritical. They are supporting 
so-called radical Islam. IF you draw 
an old man committing a paedophile 
act, you are not casting aspersions 
on all old men. You are not saying 
that all old men are paedophiles; or 


that all paedophiles are old men. Apart from a 
few imbeciles, no one would accuse a Charlie 
Hebdo cartoonist of doing any such thing. The 
drawing shows an old paedophile. That's all 


The front page of the Charlie Hebdo edition 
devoted to the Danish cartoons is a magnificent 
illustration of this point. The drawing by Cabu 
shows a bearded man in a turban holding his head 
in his hands. He is either angry or he is crying. 
Perhaps both. The speech bubble says: "It's tough 
being loved by cretins.” The headline above says 
Mohamed overwhelmed by fundamentalists.” 


Mohamed is complaining about the attitude of 
his fundamentalist followers. That's clear 
enough. And yet Charlie Hebdo was violently 
accused of calling all followers of the Prophet 
cretins. Charlie Hebdo drawings are not just 
misunderstood by the ignorant. They are re- 
drawn by very clever people who want to 
mutilate their meaning. 
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Noisykafir's 


or IT: 
Pay 


JOE: Welcome back everyone. This week Moe and I will be paying т heading to the beach to chop off some С 

а visit to Libya, Moe will be spending a day at the beach and rl | | you turn south to meet our brothers with your AK47. 

be heading to the southern border to practice Islam. JOE: Well if they won't pay the jizya or convert to Islam what 
choice do we have? 


ee a ol = 
JOE: OK boys, we must make sure we follow the Quran. To strike 
fear into the hearts of the unbelievers we must film the massacre 
and post it online with a message that this will be the fate of all 
unbelievers. 


il shout Allan Ackbar a few times and that's your cue to) 
start filming and hacking off their heads, Lets see if we can turn 
the sea red like last time because that was a nice touch of class, 


МОЕ: How did you get on? We shot a great movie that's going to 
be a front runner to win Muslamic movie of the month. We got 
in 72 Allan Ackbars!!l JOE: Yeah, but be fair, you had the idyllic 
scenery and were able to demonstrate the Muslamic art of 
beheading, we just popped a cap in their heads. 


JOE: LOL, yeah, and the beauty of it is, that it had absolutely 
nothing to do with Islam. 
МОЕ: Allan Ackbar 


There are 60million of us but only 646 of them 


Britain's Vilest Troll - Daily Mail. 
Award winning Columnist, Satirist, 
Libertarian legend. Champion of 

S Free Speech and a Free Society. 


Africa - Trade, not Aid 


| awake to find yet another tragedy unfolding off 
the coast of Italy, with the reported sinking of a 
people smuggling vessel carrying around 700 
Africans destined for the coast at Lampedusa in 
Sicily; the nearest chunk of the beloved EU to the 
North African Coast. 700 dreams of a better life 
extinguished in the cold dark waters of the 
Mediterranean. "Since 1988, an estimated 
20,000 have met a similar Fate in these waters”, 
explains an exasperated Coast Guard official as 
he counts the body bags piled up in the makeshift 
morgue. No doubt, hapless migrants are queuing 
(and being loaded on by Libya) For the next wave 
of ramshackle rafts to chance the crossing in the 
hope of a better life 


A better life is all they are coming for. Forget the 
myth that an Afghani will pay thousands and 
travel the breadth of Europe to claim asylum in 
Hull when he could simply state his claim in any 
number of EU countries. The queues at Sangatte 
are of Kurds, Iraqis and Rwandans, not oppressed 
Belgians seeking sanctuary in a neighbouring 
State. 


So what has drawn them here and instils the urge 
to travel across continents at great risk to life 
and limb? Here it comes: free everything. 
Housing, schooling, medical care and free money. 
Before you lot start, | know the life of an Angolan 
asylum seeker locked up in a detention centre in 
Milton Keynes is no life of taxpayer funded luxury. 
| know that many arrive with life threatening 
diseases they simply cannot afford to treat in 
their home nations and | know that many are 
more than happy for even the remotest chance 
to earn a wage instead of a life of abject poverty 
in some fly blown hellhole in the Horn of Africa. 


1 also know that until we remove the pot of gold 
at the end of the rainbow, many more thousands 
will end up washed up on the beaches of Sicily. 


I'm not going to bore you with the statistics of 
how many Somalis actually find work or simply 
chew khat all day in the republics oF Tower Hamlets 
or Bristol East. Whatever they find here is better 
than a hand to mouth existence at home, despite 
the seemingly bottomless pit of money directed 
at their nations in the name of “International Aid". 


We aren’t making Africa any better by financing 
mass poverty; we are just making the lure of a 
place in welfare-funded Europe more attractive. 
Our Faux guilt that results in us buying Lear jets 
for despotic regimes in return for increased arm 
sales is not helping anyone but а small cabal oF 
tribal elites. Our ridiculous farming subsidies mean 
that a Kenyan farmer seeks a council house in 
Droitwich as an easier way to make a living than 
trying to export his beans to the EU. Meanwhile, 
our artificially drawn lines of the nation states of 
Colonial Africa pitch ancient tribe against tribe in 
pointless genocides for power. 


Our taxpayer Funded pseudo-charities continue to 
pay their CEOs vast fortunes For “doing good work 
in Africa”, whilst ignoring the basic principle oF 
living: to make a better life For your children. Our 
arrogant politicians hand out sweeteners to 
despots in the name of “foreign trade” whilst 
prohibiting anything of the sort to the actual 
people producing things in Africa. “Take our aid, 
buy our stuff with it, proclaim DFID as the 
shareholders of BAE Systems smile at the 
dividends made on arms sales to Africa. “No, if we 
sell your beans here, our fat fingered red Faced 


Farmers will be undercut and forced to own just 
the one state subsidised Range Rover” 


IF we want to stop poverty in Africa, we have to 
buy their stuff. The Chinese know this and are 
carving out massive trade deals with the 
continent, safe in the knowledge that any 
Africans fleeing to welfare wealth will end up in 
Europe, not Hong Kong. IF we want to stop dead 


Do 
8 oroin 


Metols / Minerals 
Precious Metals / Minerals 
Wood Products 

Textile / Apporel 


Machinery / Transportation. 


Electronics Reloted 


Other 


African economic migrants washing up on our 
beaches, we have to give them the chance to find 
their fortunes at home. We have to stop our 
culture of aid and welfare for all and allow Africa 
to trade itselFinto prosperity. Put the lid back on 
the free jam and the wasps will disappear. 


This article first appeared in Backbencher, 
October 2013. Nothing has changed since. 
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The Privilege of Being Above the Law 


Itseems being part of orfiendly with, the political elite or being associated with a ‘religion’ 
is all you need to enjoy a life of paedophilia and child abuse in Britain. 


If you throw ina Sprinkling of dementia, then you can add double standards and hypocrisy 
as part of the deal. 


Labour loving, alleged king of buggery and dementia sufferer Lord Janner, escaped charges 
over alleged child sex abuse because he suffers from dementia. In the past he criticised 
the justice system for excusing a suspected Nazi war criminal for the same reason. "I don't 
care what bloody age they are”, he said in 2012, “These criminals should have been dealt 
with years ago”. 


It would seem that it isn't the first time he's said, "I don't care what bloody age they are”... 


AWW BLESS HIM, 
HE DOESN'T EVEN 
RECOGNISE HIS OWN 
GRANDSON... 


LORD JANNER, 
LET ME TAKE YOUR 

COMPLETED EXPENSES 
FORM FROM YOU 


--WE CAN'T 
PROSECUTE 'COZ 
HE'S GOT 

DEMENTIA! 


Blood sucking parasites will 
do anything to win 
an election 


ушаш 


Over the weekend | switched my phone over 
to voicemail and hid under the bed in the 
‘spare room in case the BBC called and asked 
me to defend Katie Hopkins again Following 
her latest attempt to stuff both Feet in her 
mouth by commenting on the drowned 
migrants in the Mediterranean. The last time 
Hopkins decided to poke the chatterati with 
her selfie stick, she described a Scottish 
nurse suffering from ebola as ‘a sweaty jock’. 


There were howls of outrage, mainly lead by Janey 
Godley, a Scottish ‘comedienne’ who's about as 
funny as a dose of ebola and who has a mouth 
that would make a Clydeside welder blush. 
Godley called For Hopkins to be charged with hate 
crimes and racism. | had the unenviable task of 
trying to defend her right to free speech on BBC 
SLive, despite the fact that the poor nurse's life 
was hanging by a slender thread as | spoke. It was 
a tough gig but | felt someone had to stand up 
for Hopkin's freedom of expression, however 
distasteful | Found her words. 


Well, Hopkins has been at it again when she used 
her Sun column to describe hundreds of 
desperate people fleeing North Africa in 
ridiculously overloaded boats as cockroaches 
and then went on to suggest that we ought to 
send gunboats to make sure the flotilla of 
migrants is turned back towards the hellhole that 
is Libya. The outrage was as predictable as 
Hopkin's words. 


What can you possibly say about someone who 
speaks with such callous disregard For such a 
huge loss of human life? Just a day later another 
boat capsized and up to 700 migrants, including 
many women and children, were thought to have 
lost their lives. However, until Hopkins opened 


her mouth there had been very few signs of 
outrage about the situation in the 
Mediterranean, but as soon as she wrote her 
words of hate, an assortment of leftists and the 
permanently outraged, including Russell Brand, 
called for Hopkins to be silenced. Others phoned 
and tweeted the police in their droves, 
erroneously reporting her for a hate crimes. 
Others suggested she was inciting racial hatred 
despite the fact that she didn't mention the race 
of the migrants. 


Let me say it once more for the complete 
avoidance of doubt... | think that the column 
Hopkins wrote was distasteful in the extreme 
but it certainly wasn't a hate crime. It offended 
me almost as much as the people criticising her 
who should have, in my view, been directing their 
outrage at the situation in the Mediterranean and 
the EU, which appears to be paralysed with fear 
and completely unable to sort the situation out. 
Southern Italy and, to alesserextent, the Balkans 
are being overrun by economic migrants and 
refugees fleeing war in the Middle East. And let's 
not forget that much oFthe unrest and war was 
fanned by the West's meddling in the first place. 


The media and the outraged are now calling for 
the resumption of search and rescue teams in 
the Mediterranean following the downscaling of 
Italy's Marenostrum operation. The truth is, and 
1 suppose we should thank Katie Hopkins for 
making this clear, we have just two options in 
this situation: either we send gumboats to go 
after the scum trafficking those poor souls 
desperate to leave Africa and the Middle East, or 
else we relax our immigration rules and lay on 
reliable transport to ferry these people safely to 
the countries they are trying to reach. Calling for 
more search and rescue teams to try to pick up 


the survivors from the dangerous journeys these 
people are making amounts to cruelty and 
bloodsport. 


Incidentally, | didn’t hear any of the people who 
were calling for Katie Hopkins to be 
disembowelled, discussing how we should 
address the migration issue. | didn’t hear any of 
them saying that we must do more to make the 
countries these people are fleeing into better 
places with governments that aren't corrupt. | 
didn’t hear any of them mention the arms we are 
selling to violent dictators and the suppressors 
of free speech in the tinpot dictatorships that we 
cosy up to. 


Indeed, we're quite happy to burn mountains of 
cash in order to reach our mandated targets on 
the percentage of GDP that we stupidly decided 
to spend on foreign aid. | didn’t hear anyone 
complain at the £1,200 a day we're paying some 
foreign aid consultants to dream up ways to help 
us spend that cash. Instead, | heard plenty of 


people being more outraged by the words of one 
controversialist than they were by the dreadful 
situation of men, women and children being 
trafficked by vile gangsters making a fortune 
from human misery and suffering. Humans are 
drowning in their thousands and yet, around the 
supper tables of North London, Katie Hopkins is 
the topic of conversation; perhaps because the 
real issue is Far too difficult for them to address, 
In many ways Hopkins has done more to further 
the debate than anyone else so far. 


So, let's leave Katie Hopkins and The Sun to do 
whatever it is they think will get them the most 
publicity and instead turn our attention to the 
real outrage of humans being trafficked by 
modern-day slavers. | completely disagree with 
what Hopkins said but | don’t want to live in a 
country where she isn't allowed to say it... 
however distasteful it may be. That's the sort of 
country the migrants and refugees are 
desperately trying to leave. Let's think about that 
for a moment. 


ISIS FIREWORK DISPLAY 


ISIS Suicide Bomber's Vehicle Goes Airborne And Explodes In Mid-air 
Possibly the most spectacular attempt to date by a 
brainwashed muppet trying to earn his 72 virgins 


“IF YOU DON’T 


OF BRITAIN.” 


Sol Campbell 


OBV Siven 


Are un happy 


that there's only 
| black face in 
your manifesto? 


Racist ` 


"Reported!” they tweet, Followed with 


a snazzy tag for @metpoliceuk. 


A huge number of my tweets cause people to take 
offence and go running to the boys in blue to share 
their outrage. 


| have been reported Гог everything from ebola to 
the Palestine conflict, from fascism to anti- 
Semitism and am yet to see the benefit of this to 
the British taxpayer. Even Simon Danczuk (the MP 
for Rochdale) went crawling off to his local IPCC 
mate to see if an offence had been committed 
when he didn’t like my feed. 


But | remain unconvinced. Twitter is not the 
business of the police, and users should not be 
reporting people for what they say. 


New communication laws have curtailed ourright 
to talk freely. As one detective inspector explained 
on my phone at 2am: "people have taken offence, 
and therefore an offence may have been 
committed". 


This sums up Nation Outrage perfectly. 


However, the distinction between what is 
offensive (legal) or grossly offensive (illegal) is a 
fine line - and a subjective one - which protects 
our right to Freedom of expression: "that includes 
the right to say things or express opinions... that 
offend, shock or disturb the state or any sector 
of the population." 


We have to accept that opinions are not right or 
wrong. No one is the guardian of the correct 
answer. This is not an exam and you are not the 
invigilator. 


People's usual grounds for establishing whether 
something is right or wrong is whether they agree 
with it personally. IF they agree - it is right. IF they 


disagree - it is wrong. This is an arbitrary system 
based on their own dubious beliefs. 


| believe we should all be free to say as we please. 
As long as we are prepared to accept there is an 
equal and opposing view and respect the right of 
others to disagree. 


You cannot oblige people to conform. This 
predilection for group-think became woefully 
apparent during the IVF debate between Dolce 
and Gabbana and Elton John. 


No matter with whom you agree, both have an 
equal right to a view and we should be tolerant 
of it. Demanding a boycott in response to an 
opinion is one step away from censorship. 


Life is not a beauty pageant and you cannot 
demand the beauty pageant answer. | don't want 
to save the world or negotiate world peace. And 
1 look crap in swim wear. Deal with it. 


| just want to continue to have my basic human 
right to say what | think on Twitter. 


IF you disagree and your best comeback is that 
you are going to rape me with a machete - then 
that is indicative of your lack of intelligence. 


But be reassured. | won't be reporting you to the 
police. | am holding on to the belief they have 
betterthings to do.] suspect you still ive at home 
with your mum and floss your teeth with your 
toe nails. 


IF you can't handle the debate, stay away from 
Twitter. Ifyou want to scream "Reported!" be sure 
to copy @metpoliceuk. You never know, it might 
make you feel powerful. 


"E 


А 


um’ 4 I 
Java ei 


OK Nicky it’s now 
time to choose your Dav 
blind date for the definitely out, 
ars although another 
ferendum is 
pting and Ed 
sounds like a right 
dopey drip, so 1 think 
Vil go for Nige. The 
bricks for Hadrian's 
Wall and the thought 
of independence 
turns this sweaty 
jock into a 
oist one 


blind date for the 
years, Nige from England. 


What are I'm off to order 


a million bricks to 
rebuild Hadrian's 
Wall, the sooner it's 


and offensive. As 
long as he doesn't 
take any of my 
limelight during 
my 15 minutes of 
fame, he'll do 


up, the sooner Lady 
MacBeth and her 
kilted comrades can 
art paying for their 
own prescriptions 
and university 
places. 


(Ocausticbob has a wonderful habit of offending everyone. 


Whether you're black, white, yellow or brown. Male, female, 


gay, left wing, right wing, racist or stupid; You're a target... 


Winter in the White House 


President of the United States, Barack Hussein Obama, 
having just finished a long series of negotiations with the 
prime minister of Israel, wanted to go for a casual stroll 
hrough the White House grounds. He called up to his wife, 
Michelle, and suggested they go for a walk. They bundled 
upas i winter and Washington D.C. was cold and snow 
covered. 


As they were enjoying the majesty of the snow-covered 
ardens, Mr. Obama sees, to his horror, the words “Obama 
ucks” written in yellow on a snow bank. He says to 

Michelle, “| will get to the bottom of this. | will And the 

racist bastard who insulted me!” 


President Obama calls in the Attorney General, Eric Holder, 
and demands, “Find out who did this! | don’t care what it 
takes or what it costs!” 


After a week Holder comes back and hands in his report to 
the president. “Barry, we have been successful in 
determining the culprit of the heinous racist act. | have bad 
news, worse news and even worst news.” 


Holder continues, “The bad news is that those foul 
disgusting words were written in urine. The worse news is 
that we determined through DNA analysis that the urine 
belongs to Benjamin Netanyahu.” 


Obama can't believe his ears! “I am going to nuke those 
kike bastards!” He pauses then continues, “Eric, if that's 
the bad and worse news, what's the even worst news?” 


“Well sir, the even worst news is that, after analysis by the 
world’s Foremost experts, the handwriting is Michelle’s.” 


T think we'd 
better tell Moe that his 
message, your word, should 
be spread peacefully 
throughout the world, 


Yes, as this 
is my last word for 


make sure it's not 


LOL, those idiots still don't 
realise that 1, Lucifer, have stolen 
Angel Gabriel's phone. (ll tell Moe that 
Islam is the religion of war and he is 
to kill or subjugate everyone until 


Since these new 
‘Allan has commanded that Ni rules came in Islam has 
everyone must submit to Islam 
Anyone that does not, must be either 
killed or enslaved. Oh yeah, he also 
said if you get killed doing this, 
you'll get 72 virgins 


FREE RAI BADAWI 


Raif is not a criminal - he 15 a prisoner of conscience who called for free speech on his 
website. His treatment by authorities in Saudi Arabia has been nothing short of a vicious 
act of cruelty. 


Raif was arrested in June 2012. In May 2014 he was found guilty of breaking Saudi Arabia's 
strict technology laws and insulting Islamic religious figures by creating and managing an 
online forum. 


He was sentenced to 10 years in prison, 1,000 lashes, a fine of 1 million Saudi Riyal (over 
a quarter of a million US dollars), and prevented from using any kind of media or travelling 
until 2034. 


Raif's sentence stems from his creation of the website ‘Saudi Arabian Liberials', which he 
envisaged as a forum for political and social debate. He was subsequently charged for 
content he had posted to the site, including an article published on Valentine's Day 2012 
in which he was accused of ridiculing Saudi Arabia's religious police, the Commission on 
the Promotion of Virtue and Prevention of Vice — as well as failing to remove ‘offensive’ 
posts by other contributors. 


A CARTOON AGAINST EVERY LASH (19) #Freeraif 


E n 
5 Betieve HOR Nor!!! 


Aseem Trivedi is an independent cartoonist and free speech activist from New 
Delhi, India. He is creating a cartoon for each of the SO lashes Raif Badawi has 
received. Above is number 19 in his series of SO. Vive Charlie will be featuring 
his cartoons each week so please follow him on Twitter. 

rivedi 


Videos 


Pat Condell - A public apology 


Pat Condell apologises unreservedly, 


Website: www.patcondell.net Twitter: @patcondell 


If Atheists Went to Heaven - by DarmMatter2525 


Is God an atheist? 


This Video is a Universe - by DarkMatter2525 


As the starter of time, assumptions are made 
about you in this video. As the creator, 
assumptions are made about me too. As the 
person who caused the events herein to 
Progress, dear viewer, you are in the unique 
position to observe which assumptions are 
accurate and justifiable, and which are not. 


SPEECH WARS 


Episode nine. Moe is determined to install blasphemy laws throughout 
the galaxy to prevent unbelievers from questioning Islam. The Secular 
Alliance is fighting to ensure their rights to freedom of speech and 
freedom of expression are not taken away. Meanwhile a growing ban 

of useful idiots are siding with the even darker side of the force, 
because they are terrified of being labelled intolerant. 


1 don't know about you 
Bill but every time | bring up the 
subject of Islam it’s like a piranha 
feeding frenzy of “moderate 
Muslims” and useful idiots 
shouting bigot, racist 
and islamophobe 


Oh yeah | know who 
you mean, the worst Batman 
in history and the guy that 
tried to hide the fact his 
family were slavers, LOL 


demonising people that dare to 
criticise Islam and also the 
repugnant racist bloater Diane 
Yabbot the Hutt, a hypocrite 
of the highest order 


They must get 
their double standards and 
hypocrisy from Islam, the 
Quran is littered with it 


Same here Dougie, | had 
Ben Affleck on my show, you 
know the hypocrite that did the 
movie Dogma and now preaches that 
we must respect peoples religion. He 
accused Yoda Harris and | of being 
grossly racist for saying Islam 
was the mother load of 


N bad ideas? 


Yep and he's just the tip 
of the iceberg, there's millions 
of useful idiots that think we should 
just leave Muslims to subjugate their 
women in peace and turn a blind 
eye to human rights abuses 
all over the world 


You'd think they'd realise 
the hypocrisy of claiming to be on 
the moral high ground at the same 
time as infringing upon people's 
universal rights to freedom of 
— ms 


| think they just thrive 
on their self perceived moral 
superiority and the warm fuzzy 
feeling it gives them with an 
audience of their peers 


Brothers this is the newest member to 


supremacy or special privilege reserved for Islam. Now run 
along Owen and get on with the task at hand. 


Boss, has he not sussed 
out yet, that when we have our 
caliphate and rule his nation he will 
be one of the first to get his head 
cut off because he's a traitor? 


LOL, no. All the useful 
idiots seem to be under the 
impression that their tolerance will 
be rewarded with a multicultural 
paradise with everyone living 
in harmony. 


‘Oh hello Moe you sexy 
misogynistic pig, what 
can | do for you? 


No problem sweetie, 
VII scream “RACIST”, that 
normally shuts them up 


We need 
you to up your 
game shouting 

down critics 
of Islam 


Peace be 
upon you my 
fat hypocrite. 

Allan has 
promised you 

72 white slaves 
in paradise 


By my reckoning that's 
at least 5 speakers in the last 
month that have had their 
appearances cancelled after pressure 
from Muslims and useful idiots 
claiming it would be offensive 


LOL, the religion of 
peace and tolerance that 
demands we tolerate its 

intolerance of anything that is 
not Islam. The world will wake up 
one day, but in the meantime we 
must keep fighting the good fight 
despite people trying to silence 
us with this de facto 
sharia law 


‘demanding that blasphemy be 
made a crime against humanity 
and our oil baron backers are now 
negotiating bribes with loads of 
nations to buy their vote 


We couldn't do this 


without the help of the 
useful idiots; they are 
successfully silencing critics 
since we invented 
islamophobia. Where did 
that idea come from 
by the way? 


te 


We've now locked up a blogger 
for 10 years and just in the last few 
months alone our peaceful followers 
have lynched or murdered loads of 
innocent people just for exercising 
their universal human rights to 
freedom of expression 


1 know, the funny thing is 
most are cancelled on security 
grounds because the Universities are 
scared of violent reprisals from the 
followers of the religion of peace, 


We should insist that 
useful idiots go and live under 
sharia law for a year and see 
if they still think it's 
a great idea 


This is good news. Not 
long now before the whole 
world will submit to Islam 

and recognise me as the one 

true god and you as my 
motorcycle messenger 


Ah, that’s the 
brainchild of the terrorist 
organisation the Muslim 

Brotherhood. Don’t forget, once 
we have total submission you 
must dispose of all the 
useful idiots 


Well | should think so, 
after all man made laws don't 
apply to you, you just have to 
follow my law which is for all 

mankind for all time 


<A 


ct n n 
| ALLAN ACKBAR 


N 


inst all th 
wrong favour Muslims, only then will 
e have peace 


Stigmatise, Shame, and Silence 
Progressive Authoritarianism & the Death of Debate 


By Jamie Palmer 


Films. Writes. Argues. Doesn't Sleep Much. Counter-Counter-Whlightenment. 


NB: All views dic 


Blog: jacobinism.blogspot 


Before | get into describing the abysmal state of 
disrepair in which progressive thought currently 
languishes, | should start by pointing out that there 
never was a time when Leftist politics existed in a 
state of harmonious consensus, From the birth of 
the concept of left-right politics, when internecine 
quarrels amongst French republicans were settled 
beneath the blade of the guillotine, through to the 
bitter intra-socialist sectarianism of the Cold War, 
the Left have been a disputatious bunch, bickering 
over the narcissism of theirvarious small differences. 


The progressive movements of the early New Left 
were no different, encompassing a broad plurality of 
views, often at odds over ends and means. But there 
was, nevertheless, general agreement that the 
principal basis for civil rights activism and strugele 
lay in liberal, egalitarian, and universalist values. 
Relativist and separatist arguments were advanced 
by some, of course, but, until relatively recently, they 
lacked any meaningful currency. What galvanised 
activists were internalised Enlightenment-derived 
ideas of liberty, equality, and solidarity. For iF people 
are fundamentally the same, irrespective of skin 
colour, gender, or sexuality, then on what basis can 
rights and protections be afforded to some groups 
or individuals and denied to others? 


With the clarity oF arguments like these, progressive 
politics in the West achieved much. Activism, and 
the emergence of a vibrant and aggressively liberal 
counter-culture, precipitated a change in societal 
and political attitudes, which in turn led to the 
passing of transformative legislation: voting and 
labour rights were won; segregation was abolished: 
reproductive rights were enshrined and expanded; 
discrimination in all sorts of areas was outlawed; 
hiring and employment practices were reformed; 
attitudes to everything from racism to domestic 
abuse evolved (and continue to do so), while sexual 
and creative permissiveness Rourished. As taboos 
collapsed with stunning rapidity, conservatism and 
traditional social values were forced into retreat. 


ted to me by my CIA/Mossad handler 


Twitter: @jacobinism 
But then something interesting began to happen. 
Having fought for and (mostly) won parity under the 
law, progressive activism Found itself faced with an 
existential dilemma. What was it now for? It was, 
after all, not simply a vehicle For social change; it was 
also а productive receptacle for anti- 
authoritarianism and a valuable crucible of radical 
thought. Where was all this energy to be directed 
next? 


In response to this challenge, progressivism took a 
dismaying and thoroughly retrogressive turn. Since 
inequity in society indubitably persisted, often 
disproportionately affecting minorities and women, 
it became increasingly fashionable to question 
whether universalist struggles had actually achieved 
anything of consequence at all 


Having built progressive movements on the basis of 
liberal values, it became an imperative to kick those 
values apart with the same enthusiasm, just as a 
child might destroy a sand-castle which hadn't 
turned out quite as well as expected. The spread of 
French critical theory, multiculturalism, and post- 
colonialism in radical circles midwifed a thoughtless 
denigration of the West, scorn for the perceived 
complacencies of "the Enlightenment project’, and 
the dismissal of the ‘Dead White Males’ whose ideas 
and writings had done so much to unshackle Europe 
from Feudalism and superstition 


The arrogance of Western cultural supremacism, it 
was argued, was the status quo now in need oF 
vigorous radical assault. A commitment to 
universalism was replaced by the Fetishisation of 
difference and specificity; a belief in egalitarianism 
gave way to demands for exceptionalism and doubl 
standards (only this time Favouring the ‘oppressed’; 
and the language of emancipation and liberty was 
replaced by a cult of victimhood, self-pity, and a 
brooding, masochistic solipsism. "We have nothing 
to lose but our chains” was drowned out by the 
resentful injunction “Listen to my suffering’ 


In academia, the humanities began a process of 
decline as the demands of rigorous and fair-minded 
scholarship gave way to the requirements of a 
stultifying and increasingly censorious political 
correctness. The pursuit of objective truth and 
knowledge fell before endlessly competing claims 
from subjective ‘lived experiences’ and ‘narratives, 
and international solidarity fell before a grotesque 
cultural relativism, itself informed by a neurotic 
culture of self-lacerating guilt. The lexicon of political 
activism - originally developed to identify irrational 
judgements made about people based on their 
unalterable characteristics - assumed а 
metaphysical dimension. Racism, misogyny, and 
homophobia were no longer alterable matters of law, 
belief, and practice - they became immovable 
structural toxins, against which not even the most 
broad-minded liberal could be reliably immunised, 
and to which well-intentioned people were often 
subject without their knowledge. 


As the Left's progressive movements splintered into 
a kaleidoscope of bitter, competing interests, 
sectarianism was transformed from a by-product of 
radical squabbles into an ideological imperative, and 
a divisive grievance hierarchy was constructed, 
based upon the intersection of privileged 
characteristics. The jargon of -phobias and -isms 
proliferated as every group sought to weaponise 
language to its own advantage, and arguments from 
remote etymology were deployed to police the 
expression of views and ideas. Over time, invective 
replaced argument and persuasion, and those 
committed to identity politics lost their ability to 
engage in constructive debate, to disagree, and - 
most damaging of all - to think critically about their 
own ideas and suppositions. Why bother when it is 
less effort to simply accuse your opponent of bigotry 
of onestripe oranother, orofignorance and bad faith? 


We are now reaping the harvest of liberalism's 
agonising slow death on the Left. Consider the 
following recent examples: 


1. According to a report in The Guardian, the political 
director of Huffington Post UK, Mehdi Hasan, has just: 
publicly recommended the introduction of what 
amounts to a de factoblasphemy law in order to 
combat what he calls ‘Islamophobia: The press, he 
announced, has been “singularly unable or unwilling 
to change the discourse, the tone or the approach” 
of its coverage. Casually eliding matters of race, 
ethnicity, and belief, he continued: “We're not going 
to get change unless there is some sanction, there 


is some penalty. This is not just about Muslims; it is 
about all minorities.” Similarly, on an American 
talkshow, a visibly distressed Ben Affleck responded 
to Sam Harris's criticisms of Islam by denouncing 
them as "gross and racist’ 


2. Dr. Matt Taylor, one of the scientists responsible 
forthe awe-inspiring Rosetta satellite mission, found 
himself vilified by incandescent feminists when he 
appeared on television wearing a bowling shirt 
adored with images of scantily-clad young women. 
It later transpired that the shirt had been hand-made 
for him as a birthday gift by a Female friend and, as 
а rather touching token of appreciation, he had worn 
it on his big day. But an article for Verge decided that. 
it was a symptom of the misogyny allegedly endemic 
within the scientific community, and reported Dr. 
Taylor's televised appearance beneath the headline 
"1 don't care if you landed a spacecraft оп a comet, 
your shirt is sexist and ostracizing'. 


The most risible offering in this embarrassing row 
came from (supposedly) sex-positive feminist Greta 
Christina, who spent the first paragraph of her post 
‘on the subject itemising her own involvement in the 
production of pornography. This, she appeared to 
think, placed her in the unique position of being able 
to explain that “freedom for me does not mean 
freedom for thee” as she policed the clothing of 
another adult: "Doing an interview about yourteam's 
big science achievement while wearing a shirt with 
scantily-clad pinup girls does not say, "Sex is 
awesome!” It says, “Women are for sex.” 


Christina seemed oblivious to those who would seize 
on this argument to call for the suppression of her 
‘own work, as well as all other kinds of pornography 
and erotica she defends in her writing. Nor was she 
moved by arguments that men, like women, should 
be judged on what they say and do, not on how they 
choose to dress themselves. Nonetheless, clearly 
shaken by the uproar, Dr. Taylor ended up offering a 
tearful and humiliating public apology to his critics. 
It will be an individual oF uncommonly thick skin who 
dares to transgress in this way in the future. 


3. The Independent ran an article by an Oxford 
University student named Niamh Mcintyre, in which 
she crowed defiantly about the success of her 
¡campaign to cancel a debate between two male speakers, 
organised by a pro-life group to debate abortion. She 
explained herself thus: "The idea that in a free society 
absolutely everything should be open to debate has 
a detrimental effect on marginalised groups” 


Doubling down on her behalf, Tim Squirrell - the 
President of the Cambridge Union, no less! - took to 
twitter to declare that “shouting ‘free speech’ 
doesn't help anyone without a more nuanced 
conception of its impacts + aspects” He went on: 
"People have the right to feel..Islafe from the 
expression of ideas which have historically been used 
to oppress them in very real ways” 


4. Late last year, in response to long-disputed and 
empirically dubious claims of an omnipresent culture 
of rape besieging women on university campuses, 
activists campaigned to have Robin Thicke's song 
Blurred Lines banned from their Student Unions. 
When UCL joined upwards of 20 other Unions in 
banning the song from its premises, its Women's 
Officer Beth Sutton said: "UCLU have just passed 
motion to not play Blurred Lines in union spaces € 
events. Solidarity with all survivors!” 


{The same panic over ‘rape culture’ and anger over 
low prosecution rates for sex crimes has also led to 
unapologetic attacks from the Left, similarly 
advanced in the name of "solidarity with survivors’, 
on the presumption oF innocence, the rule of law, and 
due process. An analysis of this disturbing facet of 
the effort to delegitimise liberalism lies beyond the 
scope of this post.) 


5. A few months ago, the New Statesman columnist 
Sarah Ditum wrote a rather good articleprotesting 
the illiberal use of 'no-platforming' to silence 
unpopular views held by those "deemed 
disagreeable” However, her arguments were offered 
mainly in support of Julie Bindel, a radical feminist 
labelled 'transphobic' and 'whorephobic' forher views 
on trans rights and sex work. Ditum is, from what | 
can tell, largely sympathetic to Bindel's positions on 
these issues, which made her defence of Bindel’s right 
to speak a relatively straightforward affair, causing 
her no significant ideological discomfort. 


But when it came to the no-platforming of a repellent 
male chauvinist and self-styled pick-up guru named 
Julien Blanc, Ditum's principled defence of free 
expression evaporated, and she wrote a new blog 
post explaining that this was a very different matter. 
“There is no Free speech defence for Julian Blanc” she 
concluded. (In response to the outcry, Blanc has since 
been denied a visa to enter the UK) 


6. This is not to mention the recent fracas over the 
Exhibit В installation, deemed unacceptable by anti- 
racist campaigners (which | covered in an essay here), 


or the hounding of Feminist Adele Wilde-Blavatsky 
for her opposition to the veil and the demonisation 
of white feminists’ (which | covered in an essay here). 
The latter post, incidentally, led The Feminist Wire 
todescribe what | wrote as “racist and anti-Black 
specifically”, and an attempt “to maintain white 
supremacy’. 


This handful ofexamples barely scratches the surface 
of the problem. Not one of the writers or 
campaigners above was detained by the need to 
establish a causal link between the expression of 
ideas they dislike and consequent harm. Censors 
never are, despite the Fact that, in an open society, 
the burden of proof ought to rest with those who 
would restrict individual freedom. Instead, those 
inclined to defend free expression were variously 
tarred with the brush of racism, misogyny, 
Islamophobia, or rape apologism (depending on what. 
was at issue). 


When taken together, these individual cases - 
niggling and petty in and of themselves - speak to 
the flowering of a deeply sinister and censorious 
tendency amongst self-identifying progressives, 
invariably justified in the name of protecting the 
weak, the vulnerable, and the voiceless. In their 
righteous zeal to place certain people, views, and 
ideas beyond the pale, and secure in the complacent: 
belief that their own opinions are beyond reproach, 
not one of these well-meaning men and women 
appears to have considered that their own liberty 
will, in the end, fall victim to the very same arguments 
they advance to silence others. 


It should hardly be a surprise that in the midst of this 
reckless and dangerous onslaught against liberal 
values and the belief in the axiomatic nobility of the 
oppressed, there should be no room For sympathy 
with the Middle East's only functioning liberal 
democracy. A Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions 
[BDS] campaign, ostensibly mounted in support of 
Palestinian nationalism, but actually aimed at the 
disestablishment of the only Jewish State, has been 
slowly gathering mainstream support and legitimacy 
in the West. 


Reprehensibly, the BDS movement seeks not simply 
the boycott of Israeli goods (which would be bad 
enough); it also explicitly attacks academic freedom. 
In the foreword to a recently released collection of 
essays entitled The Case Against Academic Boycotts 
of israel, the American political theorist Paul Berman 
argues that BDS activists are only able to make such 


arguments because they have convinced themselves 
of a misperception: they see what they are doing as 
"modern and progressive” when in fact it is 
etrograde and disgraceful’ 


The same must be said of the examples itemised 
above, Even as they thoughtlessly stigmatise those 
who defend free expression as "right wing”, these 
activists, writers, and campaigners have succumbed 
to the rights most regressive autocratic tendencies. 
Dogmatic and unbending in their misanthropic view 
of human sexuality and race relations; unapologetic 
in theiradvocacy ofan infantilising, separatist agenda 
of safe spaces’; Ferociousin theirintolerance of views 
they deem unacceptable. 


Gazing with mounting dismay at the escalating 
authoritarianism on the left oF the political spectrum 
where my own political sympathies lie, | have been 
repeatedly reminded of a post published by the late 
Marxist theorist Norman Geras five months before 
his death. With a minimum of preamble, Geras 
quoted Chris Brown, Professor of International 
Relations at the LSE, as follows 


| think the biggest shift that has taken place in my 
thinking over the past 30 years is that I'm a lot less 
tolerant of relativist ideas, and multiculturalist ideas 
than | used to be, And that's something that when 
you say it, it induces shock and horror sometimes. 
25 years ago, | was writing material that, ¡Fit wasn't 
poststructuralist, was at least fellow traveling’ with 
the poststructuralists, arguing essentially anti- 
Foundationalist ideas, arguing that the Western 
liberal tradition was just one tradition among other 
traditions, and so on. In a way, | think | was in bad 


faith overalot ofthat. I believed that liberalism would 
always be there, and so one can afford to attack it 


The events of the last 20 years have shown that 
that's really not the case, that a lot of the traditional 
liberal values of freedom and tolerance are seriously 
underattack and need to be defended. So l've become 
adefender of the Enlightenment project in a way that 
| wasn't maybe 30 years ago - that's a big shift. 


Unfortunately, there appears to be scant appetite for 
Professor Brown's critical self-examination on the 
postmodern Left. Instead it clings to its metaphysical 
conspiracism, and disdains empiricism and a 
meritocracy of ideas derived from free and open 
debate in Favour of the imposition of speech codes 
designed to stigmatise, shame, and silence. 


In the name of a righteously-espoused ‘inclusivity, 
such people have submitted to the worst kind of 
authoritarian elitism, and forgotten an elementary 
truism of Enlightenment thought. As the 
revolutionary 18th century pamphleteer and Dead 
White Male Thomas Paine observed in the short 
dedication with which he opened The Age of Reason: 


You will do me the justice to remember, that | have 
always strenuously supported the Right oFevery Man 
to his own opinion, however different that opinion 
might be to mine. He who denies to anotherthis right, 
makes a slave of himself to his present opinion, 
because he precludes himself the right of changing 
it. The most formidable weapon against errors of 
every kind is Reason. | have never used any other, and 
1 trust | never shall 


NG WITH KT 


Katie: Good evening everyone and good evening Boris. Thank you for taking time out from putting your foot in your 
mouth to join me on An Evening with KT. Boris: To be perfectly honest when | got an invite to spend the evening 
with you I was hoping it was in a ho n. It’s why I'm wearing my matching Dennis the Menace socks and 
thong. Katie: Well you are a politician Boris, so being a sexual deviant is pretty much par for the course these days. 


want to talk to you about jihadists, heard a number of reasons y do what they do and how 

ot to be that way. | wanted your take on it. Boris: They're a bunch of losers that have been rejected by 
women, literally a bunch of porn surfing wankers the lot of them. Katie: | think after your stint as Mayor of London 
you should consider heading up the anti-terrorist squad. I'm sure you'd bring lots of wonderful fresh ideas. 


NG WITH KT 


Katie: I've always wondered what you ask for when you go to the hairdresser, is it the dead cat look or the string 
mop look? Boris: Actually neither as I don't use a hairdresser. To get my unique look I cut it myself when I'm drunk 
and blindfolded. Katie: Well thanks for confirming that Boris you've just won me a bet. | bet £10 that's exactly how 
you got your unique look 


Nelcome to the show Piers and welcome back to the UK. So tell me, why did you get kicked out of the states? 
Piers: Katie, Katie, Katie, | didn't get kicked out of the states, | just felt that | had done all | could do, | mean what 
else can one man do to fix a whole country so it runs exactly the way I want it to? Katie: Oh | see, and here 
thinking it was because your show was cancelled after the Americans realised what a colossal prick you a 


NG WITH KT 


Katie: From watching many American T 5, | must admit it did seem like the majority of Americans viewed 
you as an arrogant foreigner who, after spending 5 minutes in the States, then decided to tell them how they should 


run it, So you don't like guns then | take it? Piers: Well if nobody had guns then nobody would get shot would they 
Katie? You silly little girl 


Katie: So you're against guns, but recently t 

words in a newspaper column. | was wondering b 
hypocrite? Piers: tie, don’t you try and take the mi 
personality, journali e record 


to turn a gun boat on me for merely writing 
y are most proud of, being a fascist or being a 
ith me, I'm a reputable media 


NG WITH KT 


Katie: Ah, | see, so when you got sacked my the Mirror for printing fake photos of prisoner mistreatment and then 
fled to the States whilst the phone hacking scandal died down, this is what you call impeccable? How did your 
interview with the Police go the other day about your involvement in phone hacking? Piers: Well let's put it this 
way, | wasn't arrested was 1...? 


ryone knows you're an Arsenal fan. Will you be going to the FA. Cup Final 
at Wembley? Piers: Of course I will Katie, I'm their biggest fan and get behind my team every opportunity | get 

п you go to watch Arsenal ill you be wearing your “SACK ARSENE WENGER” t-shirt? 
Piers: Errrrr, 
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Charlie DIY Blasphemy kits. Each individual piece is 
just a harmless piece of cardboard. However, once 
you put in the final piece and complete the picture 
of Mohammed in his cave, smashed out of his tin 
mind on opium, ready to receive messages from God; 
then that’s an instant death sentence for blasphemy 
at the hands of the followers of the Religion of Peace. 
Just look at poor Bobby on the next page, he bought 
our lel Sao and upon putting in the last piece lost 
his head. On the up side, at the very moment he lost 
his head, he did find “peace”. 


Adverts featuring a woman in a bikini swimming costume advertising a dietary 
company 'Protein World' ask: "Are you beach body ready?" in capital letters. 


Hundreds of offendatrons have now signed an online petition calling for the 
posters to be removed amid widespread criticism online and the advert is now 
under investigation from the advertising watchdog after they appeared on 
London's Tube network. 


The petition alleges: "Protein World is directly targeting individuals, aiming to 
make them feel physically inferior to the unrealistic body image of the bronzed 
model, in order to sell their product." 


These are the same offendatrons that took to Twitter outraged when Katie 
Hopkins dared to suggest that Chloe Madeley might consider covering up, after 
posting pictures of her "beach ready body" on social media. 


For years | was an apologist for Islam, as regrettably, 
many still remain. | only read books and believed 
those who painted Islam in a peaceful, glowing light. 
| made excuses for radical Muslims and lived in a flood 
of denial that religious teachings could still, in this 
modern age of drones and clones, motivate a person 
to commit evil. | criticized the numerous atheists 
including Ayaan Hirsi Ali, Sam Harris, and Bill Maher 
warning of the dangers inherent in Islamic doctrines, 
recklessly labeling them Islamophobes. 


Today I'm writing to say I'm sorry, | apologize, and | 
ask for your forgiveness. We who have blindly 
defended Islam and called you Islamophobes are 
tragically wrong 


My mind first began to change last May when | read 
an interview by Sam Harris with Ayaan Hirsi Ali in 
which she addresses the misapplication of the term 
Islamophobia, This article, along with the seeds 
atheists planted over the years urging me to do more 
research, motivated me to delve into the religion. | 
read the Quran, many Hadith, the biography of 
Muhammad, the history of Jihad, and Islamic law. This 
is what | learned: 


The critics of Islam are right. Islam is intrinsically, 
alarmingly violent, hateful and oppressive on a scale 
greater than all other major religions combined. To 
say that radical Islamists are motivated to commit 
atrocities and embrace oppression based on religious 
doctrine is the understatement of the century. 


I, like most defenders of Islam, was ignorant, naive, 
and in denial. | wrongly assumed all holy books have 
enough good messages to offset the bad. | wrongly 
assumed that, like Jesus, Muhammad promoted 
peace, love. and non-violence. | wrongly assumed 
criticism of Islam equates to criticism of all Muslims. 


While | apologize to those wrongly labelled 
Islamophobes, my biggest apology is owed to 
Muslims. Muslims have needlessly suffered under 
‘oppressive Islamic religious and political doctrines as 
thousands of uninformed smearests like myself 
rushed to judge and silence critics of Islam. By not 
acknowledging the Islamic link to radical violence and 
hate, smearests have unwittingly allowed it to 
spread. The smearests, denialists, and the naive have, 
unknowingly, turned their back on moderate Muslims 
and a reformed, peaceful Islam. 


We who have carelessly thrown around the 
Islamophobe label including Glen Greenwald, Reza 


and Karen Armstrong should lower our heads in 
shame and guilt. Few things are as morally depraved 
as attacking someone who criticizes Islam (Ayaan 
Hirsi Ali) rather than attacking the Islamic apostasy 
and blasphemy laws teaching Muslims they should 
kill her. We must now live with the knowledge that 
we've abandoned and betrayed our principles. Though 
we claim the mantle of human rights, free speech and 
equality, we lack the courage of our convictions when 
it offends someone. We make the cowardly lion look 
like Churchill 


In reality, those who criticize Islam, especially reform 
minded Muslims, are the bravest of the brave. They 
are literally putting their lives at risk by the simple 
act of criticizing the Quran, Muhammad, and Sharia, 


It is the critics of Islam who are working steadfastly 
for equality and human rights for Muslims as 
apologists wallow in denial. 


While we smearests have obsessed over shielding 
Islam from criticism, so-called Islamophobes were 
courageously standing up to oppressive Islamic 
doctrines and practices. While we smearests were 
unwittingly misinforming the public and deluding 
ourselves by not making the connection between 
Islamic religious teachings and Islamic hate and 
violence, so-called Islamophobes were connecting 
the dots and looking for solutions. While we 
smearests were busy tarnishing critics as bigots and 
racists, so called Istamophobes were busy defending 
equality of women, gays, and minorities, protecting 
free speech and religion, and advocating an end to 
cruel and unusual punishments. 


Labelling every critic of Islam an Istamophobe has 
seriously diminished the smearests credibility. By 
grouping valid critics of Islam with bigots we water 
downed the meaning oflslamophobe and appear cruel 
and repressive of free speech. 


Criticizing the Ouran and Muhammadis not criticizing 
orstereotyping the Muslim minority just as criticizing 
The Book of Mormon and Joseph Smith is not 
criticizing or stereotyping the Mormon minority. 
When people criticize the Mormon holy book or 
prophet, rightfully, there is no attempt to shield 
Mormonism from criticism or smear the critics as 
Mormonophobes. 


No religion, book, prophet, law, or God, по matter how 
sacredly held by the follower, is exempt from 
criticism. No religious belief or doctrine receives 


preferential treatment in a free society. Either all 
religions, books, and prophets are open to criticism 
or none are, We either live in a free society or 
tyrannical one. 


Islam is a manmade religion (emphasis on the man 
part) and like all manmade religions, has serious moral 
shortcomings and requires rigorous criticism. Rather 
than self-censoring and abiding by Islamic blasphemy 
laws, we should be defending the importance of free 
speech, encouraging Islam to purge itself of 
blasphemy laws, and demonstrating the benefits free 
speech can bring to Islam. 


Now, we smearests must make up for lost time and 
lost chances. We must double our efforts to criticize 
oppressive Islamic practices, doctrines, and regimes 
and demand reform. We must embrace Muslims who 
truly are moderate, acknowledge the faults in Islam, 
and are striving for coexistence, peace, equality. 
human rights, and freedom of expression and 
worship. All non-Muslims can support Muslims best 
by doing the same. 


But by no means take my word for it. You owe it to 
yourself to do your own research and see iF you too 
find a connection between Islamic teachings and 
Islamic violence and hate. | challenge everyone, 
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especially smearests, to read the Quran, biographies 
of Muhammad, the history of Jihad, and the political 
ideology of Islam. 


Perhaps you too will notice the Quran's recurring 
theme of hating non-believers and the desert like 
absence of loving and inclusive passages to offset the 
vile and violent ones. 


Perhaps you too will notice how Muhammad's violent 
life mirrors that of members of the Islamic State and 
that it would be dangerous for any person to follow 
in Muhammad's footsteps. 

Perhaps you too will notice how there is no separation 
of Church and State in Islam and that most Islamic 
governments place Islamic law above Secular law. 


It would be one thing if Islamic doctrines said Muslims 
should love non-Muslims and love their enemy. It 
would be one thing iF the prophet Muhammad 
preached non-violence. It would be one thing islamic 
Laws supported equality for women, minorities, 
freedom of expression, and valued human rights. It 
would be ane thing if the Quran taught the golden 
rule 


It is because they do the complete opposite that | 
am now speaking out. 
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‘Women incorrectly wearing the hijab leads to homosexuality among men’ 


Prominent Iranian cleric, Ayatollah Hossein Dehnavi, Most of Dehnavi's advice is aimed at women 

is a celebrity in Iran, where he regularly offers advice 

on family and sexual matters on state television. For example, he also teaches that women should 
women provide sex to their husbands ‘anywhere and 

He's the bearded muppet that brought us this nugget at anytime’ and seeking sexual gratification is sinful. 

of wisdom: "When fantasizing about another woman 

while impregnating your wife, the child will be а Dehnavi even advises women on wardrobe choices 

homosexual’ like the colour of underwear to wear: ‘Those who have 
pale skin should wear black underwear. And those 

Not satisfied with his level 1 homophobia he's now with darker or bronze skin should wear white 

claiming that ‘Women incorrectly wearing the hijab underwear to arouse their husbands’ he said. 

leads to homosexuality among men’ 


@causticbob has a wonderful habit of offending everyone. 


Whether you're black, white, yellow or brown. Male, female, 
gay, left wing, right wing, racist or stupid; You're a target. 


Hillary Goes To Heaven 


The year is 2021. George W. Bush, Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton, all Former presidents of the 
United States of America, were attending the dedication of a new synagogue in New York City when 
a suicide bomber rushed through the crowd shouting “Allahu Akbar” and blew himself and the ex- 
presidents to smithereens. The terrorist goes straight to hell and states defiantly “I have honoured 
the Prophet and | await my reward of seventy-two virgins”. Satan can't believe his ears and laughs 
as the bomber is taken away to be the love slave to seventy-two Vietnamese potbelly pigs. Bush, 
Obama and Clinton go directly to God, bypassing St. Peter due to their rank in their previous lives. 
God looks at them and addresses a question to Bush, "George, what do you believe?" Bush, in a very 
reverent tone, replies, “Lord, | believe that Iraq had hidden supplies of weapons of mass destruction 
and it was my duty as the leader of the free world to prevent Iraq from using them to sow terrorism 
throughout the world". God reflects on this and says, “George, you are a good man. Come sit at my 
right hand” God then looks at Obama and asks the same question. “Barry, what do you believe?" 
Obama, in his best Baptist hell-fire sermon voice answers, "God! | have seen the plight of my people 
and | have dedicated myself to the elimination of racism so that all peoples truly will be equal". God, 
obviously moved by Obama's passion tells him, "Barry, you are also a good man. Come sit at my left 
hand.” With only Hillary left, God looks at her and asks, “Hillary, what do you believe?” Hillary, without 
hesitation replies, “I believe you are in my chair”. 


This is a Party Political Broadcast 


on behalf of the Green Party 


According to this 
ASSHOLE, millions 
of people are bigots 
by default because 
they are fans of 

Bill Maher... 


Bill Maher, 
for example, is 
a bigot. And if 

you're a fan of his 
smug, dismissive 
shtick, you're a 
bigot too. 
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